THE 


MINISTERS 


PORTION 


BT 


William SCLATE i 


BATCHELAR OF DIVINITY 
and Miniſter of the word of God az P 1+ 
| MlSTAR in Somerſct, 


AT OXFORD, 
Printed by [oſeph Barnes. 26123 


" 
. 
t 
: 
- 
- 
. 
. 7 
" KK 
- \ 
Ll 
: + F 
* 
Co - 


TO THE WORSHIPFVLL MW 
THOMAS SOV THCOT ESQVIRE, 
at Mooxas Ort in Drvon;yrace 

and peace. | 


\ at /R, whin TI firſt meditited that xt 


S 


DW tradiftions from Mammoniftes, and 
<2 /carſe hoved to per ſwade men [avos- 
ring of vs hn x ISach a poldfaſf 

* is covetouſness fo inctettaltus is pre- 
iudice. Farther oppoſition from bre «+ 
thren,ind Iudicious men gw as a5 farre from my thought, at 
1am in this point from therr opinion. Bat Auſtin ſa:th wel, 
Deus donar prodeflenobis non ſoliim quod docer ve: 


x Jour inſtance! reviſed, an1{nowal- 


© 10ſt enforced, publiſh: t expefed 5. 


Aug. cont Ad-+ 
ver{ leg Erpro- 


ritas, verum eria quod obſtrepitvanitas, And/uch oppo- phet. 6.1.4.14. 


ſings againſt truth are thu farre for it, that they occaſion 
more intentiue ſearch, and clearer diſcovery of the truth, 
Ay purpoſe is not to preſcribe 0 any ry x. » Nam 
uis ego ſu2Even the leſt of Gods little ones, Yet as one 
that hath obtained mercy of God to be futhfall, let me en- 
great this favour from men, to be heard on even t:rmes, 
with m?,1 freely confeſſe pf far greater gifts,yet as I thinke, 
having no ſuch evidence in this point $o carry away ſo hid- 
A 2 [mooth 


moth a concluſion of ſuch dependence. This 1 hope, will ap- 
_ to any ones reader that the reaſons 78 Fang 
for tythes,are much nearer to demoſtratiue th? thoſe againſt 
them are to probable arguments, My poore pines I haue 
in(cribedto your worſhip,as for many your well deſervings 
+ meand the Church of God: ſofor that you firſt vrgedave- 
view of the firſt rude draught, and haue given me (0 manic 
oc ca/ions to thinke you will not be the laſt jn pratiiſing this 
wnprofitable profitable concluſion , when once your Indze- 
ment ſhalbee convinced . And though 1 loue not to bee per- 
emptery,(for I know mine owne blindnes ) yet this Ithinke I 
may ſay;the reaſons on both ſides being peized in even bal- 
lence there will ſcarce be left place for animeyd or ſuſpenſe of 
Judgment gxcept men be reſolute to hold their concluſion in 
deſpight of all contrary premiſes . N ow the God v 4 all truth 

dirett our hearts to the knowledge and loue, andobedience of 
the truth « Andthe [ame God that begun his good worke in 
you, confirme ; and perfett it tothe day of our Lorde Ieſus 

Chriſt. Amen, 


Your worſbips in the trueſt lout, 


WILLIAM SCLATER 


1. Cor 9. 13,14- 

13; Do yee_2 mt know that they which miniſter about the 
holy things, line of the things of the Temple?and they 
which wart at the Altar are pertakers with the Altar? 

14 Eviſohath the Lordordained that they which preach 
the Goſpell ſhould line of the Goſpel, 


His whole period of Scripture, 
from ver. 5. to 15.conſifts of one 
diſcret e axiome , in ſumme this: 
Though I Paz/chaue power and 
right to lineat the.charge of the 
Church,ver.5.yetTI haucnor vſed 
that power ,ver. 12. the reaſon 
whereofhe giues ; Leaſt hee ſbonld hinder the_ Goſpel of 
Chriſt, through ſuſpicion of mercenary. Aﬀettionin 
preaching. Now forthat irmight be queſtioned whe- 
ther he hadany ſuch right or no, hee avowes the truth 
of his ritle;by arguments a gexere, he was an Apoſtle & 
preacher of the Goſpell,ver.1.Ergo hadright. 2. preve- 
tingly 2 94r4,in the praQtile of others; ver. 5.6. as well as 
Peter ec. And for that the claime mightnort ſeeme e- 
quall berwixt Paule and Cephas and the Lords brethren, 
he ſhewerth that to every miſter of the Goſpell,main- 
tenance is due for rheir worke lake. By reaſons, 1.From 
voice of nature and conſent of nations in other ſem- 
blant imployments.. who | ns to war eever.7.2.From 
mandare of the law of God.Sath not the law of God the_; 
ame,crc.vers,9.19, 3. Fromexcellency of bleſſings 
conferred by Miniſters,copared with qualitie of things 


exacted for recompence; /f we ſowe ſpirituallthings &c. 
A 3 VEE. 
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Fl The Miniſters portion 

ver.!1t. 4.From allowed praQtife of Leviticall miniſte- 

ry,ver. 13.Laſtly,from expreſle ordinance of Chriſt the 

Lord hath ordained \gc.vcr.14.this the frame of the text, 

Our of all which amounes this plaine Apoſtolicall 

concluſion; That maintenance is ane from people to Mini- 

fters for their worke ſake.Other prootes then are here ſer 
downe,it'is needlefſſe to vie, Wee haue here more then 

two or three witneſles,fiue ſound reaſons infoccing it. 

The bare word of an apoſtle is enough to carry a point 

more doubtfull, How much more ſhould it ſway with 

vs,when Gods ſpirit that ſpake in then, is pleaſed by ſo 

many reaſons to ayouch it? Is it not then a ſound ren&r 

(trow we of ſome,that Miniſters maintenanceis meer 

almes?and that in iuſtice,and as due,they can challenge 

nothing for their labour in the word and doctrine? 

1 Wherethen is Pawles i5»02, his right, lawtul power 

and authoririe,to receaue maintenance from the peo- 
ple,v.4f2ft How faith our Saviour, they are worthie of 

, : - 3 «'.,. their lire *Panle worthy of double bonowr®?3 hat grear 
© thingwasthisthat Pewledidin _ maintenance, 
ver.12.15?By theſe mens divinitic he had right to none, 

2 And whatodsis there betwixt this beggerly con- 
cluſion of thoſe old beggers , and that of late ſeparats, 
that make it Chriſts ordinance for Miniſters to live of 
their peoples voluntary contribution ; and hould it as 
C.hriſts owne Canon,thatno ſet maintenance ſhoulde 
be allorted vs,no notby humane ordinance, but the 
peoplelefrar liberty to gine or not to give , to giue 
much or little , otherwiſe rhen ſclfe devotion ſhall in- 
cline them > May Inor ſay of this and the former as 
toſeph of Fharass dreames , © the dreames are one?\ords 
; onely 


* Gen 41. IF. 


The Miniſters portion. 

onely haue made a variation.Miniſters muſt liue of the 
peoples voluntary contribution : me thinkes I heare $* 
Paul, tenour for almes, 4 4 every man wiſheth im his 
heart ſo let him g ie. Their reaſons had need be pregnit: 
let ys view them. r. Forſooth the Apoſtles thus Jived. 
Reſp. ] yeeldit of fome of them: yea ſometimes made 
their own hands miniſter to their neceſſties:why force 
they vs not to mechanicall trades? For fo lived ſome A- 
poltles.Bur 1 they had power to exact maintenance, 
ſich they hadright © ro haue it, 2, Occaſionall praQtiſe 
binds not to imitation, but in occutrence of like occalt, 
ons When ſcandall inforceth to forbeare exation,we 
will herein follow their holy example , leaſt by any 
meanes we hinder the Goſpell;ver.12.and farther then 
this,their example vrgeth nor. 

Their has reaſon is this : becauſe it muſt be ſcene 
that what the people giuethis way , they giue of loue, 
not for feare of the law, Reſp. andit muſt beeſcene that 
the pe:ple* come willingly at the daies of aſſembling, There» 
force Magiſtrats may not compell by antoritie to ſcrue 
the Lock as 8 good loſiah did , for now they beare— the 
ſword in vaine.But thus J reaſon and ſoleauethem, 

To every duty Magiſtrats may bind by lawe, & com- 
pel by puniſhmenc. Yeelding maintenance to Miniſters 
15 adutie, Therefore therero may Magiſtrates binde by 
lawes. M:ſcrum ef{({aith the Poet)aliens wivere quadra: 
if tor any,miſerable;ſure moſt for a miniſter, This if any 
thing , breeds right trencher Chaplens , & would ſoon 
fill the Church with ſweet rongued & mealemouthed 
preachers, 


3 Lmaynotleaue viterly vntouched our peoples, 
| whe- 


«3, Cor. 9.7. 


- 1,Cor 9.4, 


fPſ.110.3, 


82,Chr,34.31 
33.33» 
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4 The Miniſter portion; 

whether ignorant or affefionare errour:that thinke of 

their payments to Miniſters,as of almes to their bead(- 

men;torſooth we liue by them. I ſay no more bur this, 
+ 1,Cot 9, 11, I,If Þ weby them in carnall chings, they by vs in ſpiritu- 

al.Is che barter ſo hard as ſhould v2 exprobratio? 

1.Cor-9. 14+ >,Not by you but by the Lords ordinance * faith the A- 
oltle. 

, Andthat Lotd;thathath given to the: peoplethe 
nines;hath allowed to vs ( andater dicam )the tenthes as 
ours, 
4 J wouldfaineleaue this reproofe,but that] ſee the 
crrour hath woundirt ſelfe into the minds of many of 
holy profeſſion and praiſe ,, who: yer delightto hane 
Minillers acknowledge adebr, cven for reccit of dues; 
and defireto haue conſcience free from allbonds more 
then of humane lawes,in this matter of recompencing 
our labours.Jt ought come elſe morethen law or cu- 
ſtome,if but acup of cold water;they ſupererogate ſure - 
ly in reſpe& of the Miniſter. They much forgetwho 
ſaid,* chow oweſt unto me even thy owne ſelfe. 

And of the generall thus farre» Now the — 
rake it,is not impertinent here; fith maintenance is due 
t9 Miniſters fortheir worke fake, what portion or qui- 
tirie tharfs,that by Gods ordinance belongs to them, 
And me thinkes in adutie ſo generally, though plaine- 
ly raughr, the conlcience of the hearers ſhoulddefire a 
more particular direftion.Yee will therefore ( | hope) 
giue lcaueſomething more particularly ro examin the 
matter. And hercin }] hold itnotamiſlc,firſt tro propoſid 
whart is ycclded on all ſides, where is any ſouneneſſe of 


wdgement, 2. Then to adde ſome other principles,2s 
plainely 


tPhilem5,19 
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The Miniſters portion? $ 
lainely caughe inthe Scriptures of the new Teſtamet, 

ſily ro, caquire and re{oluc oi che particular. 

The grants on all idesare theſe, x. Thar there is a, _ 
maintenance iniulticedueto Miniſters andheir fa- g11; 
milies for their worke ſake, | 
2 Iris yeclded thatit muſtbe competenmtmnort only for 
ſupply ofnarurall necefſuics, but tor their furniture to 
every good work of their calling. wal. 

Thatirmuſtbe=® liberall 5 not ſuch as every nig- wt 
gardly minde will iudge convenient andcompetent, 

To which grants, let me adde theſe poſtulata , as 

plainely determinedin che Scriptures. 
x Thagcorhe Miniſters of the Goſpell belongs a 
maintenanceaslarge , as tothe Leviticall Prieſthood; 
this mecthinkes,excellencie of miniſtery, ® and bleſſings » z.Cor,z. 
conferred thereby,entorcerh, - noe. 
2 Thatthis maintenance muſtriſeour of * all ande. "= 
very the goods of al and every of the people inftrudted, 

Shall I adde another to me ſceming more thEpro- 
bablexhat is,that the Lord hath as certainely provided 
for our maintenance vnderthe Golſpel,as forgheirs vn- 
der t'1c law. For had the Lordleſte care of vs?was there 
leſle need in reſpett of the peoples backwardneſle ? no. 
But he entruſted magiſtrats with that care, Reſp. And 
were there not Magiltrats among the Iewes? 

That the Lord in the Leviticall law made provift- 
on for vsthat were to miniſter inthe Golpell.Itscleere 
by the Apoſtles twiſe alleaging that ardinance. of 9 wet , T im.s. 28, 
muzling the mouth of the oxe, | 

Thus farrc I thinke we walke ſafely , ſich in the very 
ſteps of the holy Ghoſt leading vs in the newe Teſta- 


ments 
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The Anifters portion. 
ment-Letvsnow defeend toward the particular. 

Sometumbling downe headlong rather then de- 
fcending,rcſolue of a competency indeterminate; ſo 
the allowance be competent, all is well. Ref. Then in 
Caſe of this fancied competency,ſome of the infirudted 
though wealthy perhaps , ſhall be exempred from the 
Apoſtles injunCtion: for amp” ſome one or two of 
the well diſpoſed hearers,ſhall out of rheir privar,make 
acomperent allowancexthe reſt ſhall now reap our ſpi- 
rituall chings,and nor ſow their carnall. For as the fay- 
ing is tife,cnough in a miniſters maintenance,Enough is 
a Faſtibur ſaith the Apoſtle, Let h/mn 4. every him that is 
inſtruted, make_> his inſ{ruter partaker of all" his goodes 
2+Sce concluſion (ixr;& duly weighing ir,tell me whe- 
ther thou find conſcience ſatisfied with this imaginary 
competency?Fer is there no certaine proviſion Ne Mis 
niſters of the Goſpell,bur this vncerraine competency? 
who ſball iudge of it?Every man? mallem Cerberum me« 
fueres,as the Orator ſpeakes. The Magiſtrat?why would 
not the Lord leaue this to Iewiſh Magiſtrats? no nor 
ro Moſes,amanſo gratious with him ? and leaue it to 
magiſtrats vnder the Goſpel? 3 How hath he commir- 
ted this to Magiſtrats ? abſolutely orwith limitation ? 
#wirhlimies,what arc theſe bounds? forſooth a com- 
petency.Perceaueyou not circling and meere vncer» 
rainties ? 

Leane we this fancy,and ſee whether wee may find 
ſome othermorecertaine particular,toreſolue of. And 
ſurely when-wee haue in vaine turmoiled our {clues to 
avoid Tudaizing in this point of miniſters maintenance, 


we ſhall be forced at length to acknowledge Tenthes, 
nocd | which: 


The Miniſters portion, 


which ſome call Jewiſh,to berhe Miniſters appointed 
portion. 


Thar the truth may the betterappeare , J will pro- 
pound thedifterent opinions that } baue met withal in 
this point. 

x Browniltsin this queſtion thus peremptorilyre- 
ſolue. That Tithes are fo meerely ceremonious and Le- 
viticall,that they cannot without betraying Evangeli- 
cal liberty and diſavowing Chriſts Pricfihopd be rccais 
nedas maintenance of Miniſters of the Goſpell. And 
how full ſocver ofdotagethis dicame may ſeeme:yer 
this ] will ſay for them They are madd with moxe rea» 
fon a great dealeghen any.athers which hold them ce- 
remonies Levitical.Jtche aſſumption wererruc, their 
concluſion woulde ſoundly followeby doctrine of the 
Apoſtle.G4l.4.0+ 5.Colit.Cc. | 
2 Somcothers chinking chem iudicials, reloluezpart, 
chat they may be lawtully retainedas the Miniſters ſti- 
pend;part , that they are the moſt convenicne mainte- 
nance can be allotted vs. | 
3 Athirdlort,thatthey aredueby Gods law, xo Mi- 
niſters of the Goſpell;but theſe in explanation of them, 
ſclues diverſly deriue themthence. 
1 ſomerhus:duebyGodslaw caioyning obedience 
to the magiſtrate in things lawfull and convenient, 
Theſe giuethem ao other groundin Gods word, then 
other humane ardinances. 
2 Others,dueby Gods law: in as much as the church 
(whoſe authoritiewich them is divine) hath cnioined 
theic payment.So generally Papiſts, 
3 Athirdſortthys:due by Gods lawe; inreſpect of 
: their 
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b- The Miniſters portion © 
theirconiſecration ro God, cither by receaned cuſtoime 
andconſent of Churches,or by donation of princes,or 
legacieof reſtatours. In which opinion Imuſtneedes 
profeſle my ſelte ro hane beenelong; andneverto my 
knowledge of other;til of late being to deliver my iudg' 
ment to my people , ] more purpoſely ſet my ſelfe to 
ſee what the truth was, And during that miſtake, I thus 
thought;that they could nor withour ſacrilege be alie- 
nared from their general end . myreaſons were theſe, 

3Pco, 20,25, 3 That F had found Sz/omon averring itto bee a 4curſe 
to devoure holy things and had ſcene the curſe exemplified 
onmany:z.That ordinance of the Lord ] held moralt & 
Po —_ N othirg [tparate from common we , no not 
Ks _— of thoſewhich man Jad /anhor! ya bt be o—_ vnhal- 
lowed no nor redeemed. 3: That faying of the Apoſtle 
*G41.3.1599 much ſwaicd with me,! /fit beebut a mans teſtament no 
man abrogiteit.i.noman ought toabrogare ir. And ſo 
much the more, for that being once an auditour of thae 
iudicious divine M* Perkins, whoſe memory is blefſed;]J 
heard him moue the doubt , whether things given to 
faperſtitious vſes;ſuppoſero maineaine malmonging, 
mightbe altehated.and thus aſloile to my remebrance, 
Thar from the particular intention, wherein through 
ignorance they erred,alienation mightbe; but fro the 
generall ende , maintenance of Godes worſhip,they 
might notbealiened.Thus then & vpon thefe grounds 
my concluſion is ſtill the ſame, though my media bee 
other,and ſomething more peremptory.Now becauſe 
R454 [aboirlongandneedleſſe to diſcufle every 'of the 
© formerdifferences(for the ſaying is true, verumeſt ins 
dex [#5 & obliqui:)) will firſt propound the — 
=—_ W 
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The Miniſters portion. 5 
with the explanation;2.Proceed to confirmation And 
Jaſtlly annex folution of Arguments, ſuch as J havemer 
withall, having anyiſhew of ground from the word of 
God, to overthrowe the concluſion. 

The Conclufion in few words is this. Tithes are the 
portion,at leaſt part of that portion , by Gods word allotted 
ro Miniſters for their ſervice in the goſpett 

By Tithes vnderſtande the tenth partofall the hea- 
rers increaſe:* particulars may beread,Levit. 27. 39. & «pro, 5, 
alib;,ln a word to vie the diſtin ion ofCanoniſts,whi- 
ther they be perſonall, of induſtry,negotiation;8&c., or 
prediall, as of grounds, &c. or mixt ,as ofcatcell: the 
tenthes of che wholeencreaſe, not thofe of Cumin & 
Aniſe excepted ®, falwithincompaſle of our ſubieQ, * Mar. 23. 25. 
x OfTithes amoneſtIews we may finde fowre forts 
diſtinguiſhed by their ends,r.fome, which for diſtin&ti. 
on ſake,we may call ſtipendary, aſſigned to Levits for 
' xecompence of their ſervice. Numb. 8.24. 
2 A fecond fort which wee may call facrificatoryr 
Titches for ſacrifice,Somecal them Decimas ſecidaneas, 
ſome Decimas decrmarum:a tithe of the LevitsTithes © 
be given to _A£aronasan heaue offring vnto the Lord, 
Numb,18.28. 

A third kinde you may ſtile Convivales, banquer- 
ring or feaſting tithes, appointed for ſolemne feaſtes ar 
their generall aſſemblies to leruſalem,Dext, 7 4422, 23, 

Thelaſt ſort may be rcarmed Elcemoſynarie.Some 
call them decimas pauperum,'a tithe which for reliefe of 
the poore,widdowes,ftrangers,&c. were every thirde 
yeare to be ſct out of their goods , ever andaboue rhe 


other aanuall tixghes,Dewt.24-2 94 
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The Miniſters portion. 

This diſtinion of rithes I thoughr good to mentis 
out of the Leviricall law:chough this lpcofelle, notto 
claime our tithes by the mandate given inlawe Leviti- 
call. 

Now ourqueſtion is, only of thoſe tithes which we 
called tipendary;the reſt being two ſortes of them ap« 
parently ceremonious; the third as plainly a judicial or- 
dinance. And of thoſe tithes ſtipendary, this is that we 
athcme, thatby the word of God they belong for ever 
co Miniſters of} haly things,and therefore in theſe daies 
to Miniſters of the goſpell,who alone haue now todo 
wich publike miniſtrations of che worſhip of God, 

Our reaſons arethele : firſt grounded on Heb..6.58, 
He whoſe deſcomt is not counted from them yeceaved tithes of 
CAbrabam;and ver. 8 here men that giereceine tithes, but 
there he receaveth them of whom it ts witneſſed that hee lis 
veth, Compare Gen.r4e20. 

The argument which this ſcripture afforderh, hath 
reccived much diſadvantage, by flender collefion of 
many,thus only preſſing it; Tithes were paid to Prieſts 
beforethe Leviical law was given:theretore their pai- 
mentis foiidedrather on morall then ceremoniall law, 
To which,anſwere is well given, thatby as good infe- 
rence, ſacrificing of beaſts may be proved a morality, 
ſth ir alſo was in vſe before giving of the law by Moſes, 
That we may the berter ſec the force of the Argument 


here given, let vs alittleconlider the frame and ſurnme 
of the rext., 

The Apoſtle by occaſion of the peoples dulnes,ha- 
ving digreſled from cap. 5.7 7. tO cap.6.20. returnesnow 
to his. purpoſe ;5 namely to ſhew the cxcellencie of 

Chriſts 
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The Miniſters portion 
Chriſts prieſthood aboue that of Aaron, by avouching 
bim a Prieſt after th'order of Melchiſedec. The concluft- 
on is this:Chriſts prieſthood is more excellent the that 
of Le<4zor Chriſt is a greater Prieſt then any after Az- 
rons order. The reafon principall lyeth thuszHe that is a 
Prieſt aſter the order of Melchiſedeeis a greater Prieſt 
then the Prieſts after Aron, Bur Chriſt is a Prieſt after 
rhe order of Melchiſedec,Erg9,,&4c.The minor hath firſt 
his proofe, r.from ateſtimpny of Dav/d,ca. 5.20.2.tro 
that abſolute agreement betwixt Melcheſedec,8& Chriſt: 
the partes whereof are theſe;1,as Melthiſedecwas king 
and Prieſt of the moſt high God,ſo Chriſt; z.as Melchr- 
ſetecking of righteouſnes and prince of peace, ſo 
Chriſt.3.as Melchiſedec his parents,kindred, beginning, 
and end of life are not recorded:{o Chriſt, as nth 
our ſather;as God , without mother , kindred, begin- 
ning,or end of life. Therefore Chriſt is truely a Prieſt 
after the order of Melchiſedecver, 1.2.3: 

The maior remaines to be proved and that hath his 
proofe from ver,4ro 7. thefſumme whereof is com- 
priſed in this principall fylogiſme. If Melchrſedec be 

eaterthen Levz,then he that is a Prieſt after his order 
as Chriſt is;is greater the Lew}, But Melchiſeder is grea« 
ter then Levi Ergo,ghc. minorproved, greaterthen 4- 
braham greater then Levi, Melchiſedec 18 greater then 
Abraham Ergo then Levi,minor proved: heto whom: 
Abraham pud ethes,of whom he was bleſſed, is greater 
then Abraham.Butto Melchifedec Abrehim paid tithes, 
& Melehiſedec bleſſed Abraham. Erevis greater then hee, 
Vere 4+ 50.7% 
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Prieſt aboue thoſe of Aron; order,is laid down, wev. 7s, 
atithe taker.i.Prieſt, of whom its teſtified that he lines, 
is greater the a tithe taker that dyeth.But the Prieſt a+ 
ter Milchiſedec is a tirhe raker of whom its teſtified thar 
heliverh; Levirs take tithes and diz.Ergothe Prieſt after 
Melchiſedec his order is greater then - Prieſts Leviti- 
call. This is in my (umple Logique the diſpoſition of 
the rext, As for illuſtrations or amplifications by pro» 
ſyllogilmes, proleples, or otherwile,l purpoſely omit 
themNow me thinks , the text thus naturally reſolved, 
there needsno farther dedution of the Argument;yer 
that the ſimpleſt may ſec what footing tithes hauc here 
chus I colleCtic, 

The portion due to Chriſts prieſthood, is due ro Mi- 
niſters of the goſpell : but tithes arethe portion due to 
Chriſts prieſthood,Ergo.The minor is thus proved. 

The portion due to Melch(edec his pricſthood,is due 
to Chriſts prieſthoodgreaſon, 1.for that Chriſts Prielt- 
hood and Melchiſedecs are the ſameor Chriſt is a Prieſt 
after that order:2.other things enunciated of Melchiſe- 
acc,are true of Chriſt eminently and alwaics:as its emi» 
nently and alwaics true of Chriſt,that he is king of righ 
reouſnes and prince of peace; eminently and alwaies 
rrue of Chriſtyheis without parErs, without beginnin 
andend of life,that he bleſſeth Abraham and al his ſeed 
&c. All theſe are more properly verified of Chriſt then 

of Melchiſedec histype . Why not then allo- this ever 
true of hiaag he taketh tithes? 

Now l afſume.But tithes are the portio due to Ael- 
chiſedec his prieſthood,yea ever due to thar Prieſthood, 

For 1they were paid by Abrahito Melchiſedec, 2.inthe 


Apo- 
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Apoſtles Logickeza Prieſt andreceiver of tithes are e- 
quipollenes. Inſteed of faving men thar die are Prieſts; 
he ſaith ver that ave receine tithes: in ſteed of ſaying hee 
that lines is a Prieſt;he (aith,he that lines takes tithes : as if 
in iis wdgement tithes and pricſthood were as inſepa» 
rable as kingdome and tribute. 
Now the maior of the principall ſyllogiſme if any 
doubt of,to wit,wherher the portion due to Chriſt, be 
due to Miniſters,let him compare 7.Cor.g 14. where is 
the expreſle ordinance of Chriſt,that Miniſters ſhould 
live ofche Goſpell; 2. who in likeli':o0d ſhould bee his 
reccavers,but theſe thar are in his ſtead , as its faidof 
Miniſters,2,Cor.5.20? 3.Befides the ſame reaſon which 
the Lord aſſhignes of L-vhis ſharing in things to him - 
ſelfe reſerved and ſanQtifed,is rrue of Miniſters ,or elſe 
-of none.* Gad is Levits portion i. Gods portion is Le- * 2e.19.3 3 
vitsportion, becauſe they were taken to Miniſter be- 

fore him. Vhy nocthen alſo Chriſtsportion Miniſters 
portion,becauſe they only are aſſuined to Chriſt co mi» 

niſter in the Goſpell?A reaſs for nottithing of fo plain 

deduction our of Scripture, it any can bring mee, hee 

ſhall much ſway mero his ſentence. 

This argument I remember once to haue propoun- 
ded ſomething otherwiſe,to this purpoſe. The portion 
gueto Prieſthood after Melchrſedec his order, is ducts 
Miniſters of the Goſpell. Bur tithes are that portion, 
Ergo.and thus propounding it, ceceaue theſe anſwers: 
the prapohtion ſeemes vnrrue , except you can proue 
your {clues Prieſts after that order, &-þ.VWherto | thus 
anfwered;t'\at though we be no Prieſts after that or'er 
yet is there truth .in the propoſition, fithChciſt the high h 
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| 14 | The Miniſters portion, 
Prieſt of our profeſſion to whome originally they be. 
long,hath ordainedvs to liuc of his portion. 
A ſecond anſwer wasby limitation the portion due 
(by law to that Prieſthood is due ro Miniſters.sut with 
that limitation the afſumprion is falle , Abrahams pay- 
ment being an a@rather voluntary , then by any iniun. 
ion from God. But contra,that thata & of Abraham 
wasnoad@t in thisfenſe voluntary , but rather an a& of 
neceſlary and injoined duty,is evident ( me thinkes) by 
theſe reaſons, 1. For that gifts voluntary proceeding 
from bountie or liberalitie, imply a fuperioritic or ex- 
*AR.z0.35. cellency inthe giuer aboue the receaver.For Yits a more 
bleſſedthingin that kind,#o gine then to receaue But Ae 
brahams paiment of tithes was teſtimony ofhis inferi- 
11.4... ity. Againe the phraſcirſelte * implies as much: Met- 
£9:7-4-% chiſede tithed Abraham,ver.6. a phraſe that looſeth all 
his emphaſis ifno intuntion had ſubieted _AHbrahans 
"ro aneceſluic of being tithed.z,VVhat mean they whe 
they lay of Abrahams tithing , that it was done without 
law?would they be vnderſtood of Abrabams fat onely, 
or of tithing atlarge as it wasin vſe before the lawe 
: Gen 14.20, Written? Now ſure I wonder how fight * dbraham,and 
* Gen.33,22 thenafter him Þ 7acob, ſhoulc! fall ypon atenth rather 
then a fixt or twelfth part, if there were nothing preſcri- 
bedin cheir times for tithing? 2. How proue they but 
robably that it was without intunRion of law ? If this 
be the reaſon for that we findeno mention of any law 
ro that end givenby as good reafon may they ſay of ſa 
crifices,and ſundry other aftions religious , that they 
were arb:trary;fith we findeno exprefſe mandate given 


ofthem in thoſe times, But thus mee thinkes wee may 
better 
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better reaſon from their praftiſe to an iniuniongtheſe 
fats of theirs were approved of God, therefore not 
done without iniunction from him, And of this argu. 
ment andclecring thereof thus farre. 

The ſecond argument hath his,ground, Gzlar. 5.6, 
F Tim, ſs I7+PYrov +7.0.where weread chus ; Let him that 
| i inſlrutted make hu inflrutter partaker of all his goods; 5 
elders that rule well are worthie of double honour , eſþectally 
they that laboer in the word and doftrine. And honour God 
with thy ſubſtance, and with the chiefe of all tbize increaſe, 
Our of which Scriptures,thus we reaſon. If there bee a 

rtion to be ſer out vnto God and his Miniſters , our 
of all and every the temporall goods of every one in- 
ſtructed, and no certaine portion to bee foundin ſcrip- 
eures butriches:then arerithes the portion allotted by 
Gods word to Miniſters for their ſervice,Burt there is a 
portion to be ſet out vnto God and his Miniſters out 
of the temporall goods of every one inſtructed, and no 
other certaintie mentioned in ſcripture bur tithes. Ergo 
ctithesare the portion allotted by Gods word to Mint 
ſers for their ſervice, 

The conſequence of the propoſition depends vpon 
this ground,that ſome certaintic is by ſcripture allot. 
red vnto Miniſters for theirſervice. Hereof if any de- 
mand proofe,let him confider theſe. Firſt, for thatthe 
Lordallotted acerraintievnto firſi borne and Levirs:8 
thinkewe it probable hee would leaue Miniſters ofthe 
Goſpell arrandometo a comperencie indeterminate? 
2.]n other caſes this argument goes current. The Lord 
preſcribes for the old Tabernacle all things neceſlarie 
even to the Beſome and Aſhpan; notapininthe Ta- 

"WY berna 


5 


dt TEE Ae Care 


- ; 
K 6 = . " ——— 


"—_ 
4 ++, 
*, 2 _ 


[ 16 The Miniſters portien. 

| | | bernacle, but what hath his preſcript from 60d. Now 
| ſurely of this we may ſay irsnot a pin,but even a Clavus 
Trab4:ts , one ofthe maſter nailes in our Tabernacle, 
And thinke we his word fo {uffticient and ablolutely ex- 
a&t forall necellary preſcripts, yea circumſtances con- 
cerning worſhip,government any thing:and this only, 

a matter of {o great conſequence, left vnpreicribed ? 
Laſtly,ifno certainticinthis kind can bee found in 
Scripture,how wilt thou be able to thare out vato God 
his portion in faith?ſo that thou mailt bee able to ſay, [ 
haue giuen the Lord that portion of my goods which 
herequireth of me? Forſooth the Magilſtrats derermi- 
nation ſhall in this point bee the levill and rule of faith, 
Reſp.t,Thenmultchou bee able to ſhewe that the Lord 
hath made Magilſtrats in this point his Carvers, which 
is _—_ vt ſupra: 2,Suppoſc Magiſtrats make no pro 
vilion,whereis then. che direction tor thy faith? 3.5up- 
pole they ſhall aſigne 14h his allowance : wilt thou 
therewith be content:Then ſure al our lay perſons,our 
. ' Micahs,haue faith well guided , conſciences reCtified; 
<Juds: 17. 10, £61 ſhekels of ſilver,and a meales meat, and lrvery,they at- 
ford Sr Joby, In faichthipke wee? ſurely according to 
Magiſtcats proviſion. And why blame weany more,im 
propriat perſons for ſo ſcar alowakceperhap becauſe 
not competent. Yea but the Magiltraterhinks it com- 
petent. And that is inthis caſe the line of faith. credam? 

non (i mihi Oc: 

Touching the minor,for the firſt part ſee r.Cor.9.rr 
Prov 3.9-G1/.6.6,in which place yec haue it in ſo many 
” terines. Let bim that i in/lructed make his inſtrutter par- 
taker of all his goods. For the ſecond branch ot it; _ 
other 


_ 


*IF { 
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other portion cerraine is to bee founde in ſcripture ; I 
mcane which hath not an apparent ſignification of 
ſomething peculiar to rhatſtate of the people vnder 
Levis hit truits, ſhare of other ſacrifices: lon 
to any man, that wilbe pleaſed ro enter induction of 
particulars', And may Inotthen conclude Tithes are 
the portion allotted vs by the word of God? Yea what 
if Ithoulde ſay even yy arc in ſome of theſe places 
more then obliquely pointed at? What meanes the A- 
poltle to call for maintenance vnto Miniſters vnder 
the terme of double honor?4for that by honor he there * r.7im 5 17, 
meanes maintenance,the reaſon annexed will make a '* 
blinde man ſee, Surely S. Hierome having delivered his 
iudgement of that place, Mal. z. Bring all my tithes into 
the /terchouſe,in theſe tearmes Ec: leſie populis preceptum 
eſt dare decimas alleageth preſently this place for proof, 
1.Tim. 5.17 Elders muſt haue double honor, Againe what 
meanesthe Apoſtle by that Epithete{double) honour? 
ſay ſome, double.;. large and liberall;bur whydouble ra» 
ther then treble,ifhe meanclarge,at large?Doth henot 
rather in that Epither fend vs to con{ider of that) © dow- 
ble portion of the firſt barne in whoſe roome Zeviwas al- 
fumed? And that which made their portio double,was 
in part tithes, as ſhall hereafter atleaſt probably ap« 
peare vnto vs « Proccede weto athird reaſon which is 
grounded on L-2v/t.27.28.Prove2 042 5eRome2e22.Mal.ze 
s,where we read thus, Every thing ſeparate ' from common. 
vſe.is moſt holy unto the Lord .And1t is a ſnare to devour 
holy th'175 03 after the vow to inquire *And thou which ab. 
borreſt 1 tols committe/} thou ſacrilege? And yee hawe robbed 
»2:.Oar of which places thus werealon, The portion 
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18 The Miniſters portion, 
which hath bin ſeparated from common vſe,to maine- 
tenance of Gods worthip vnder the new teſtament, is 
the portion allotted by the word of God to Miniſters 
for their ſervice, 

Burriches are the portion,at leaſt part of the portis 
ſeparate from common vie to mainetenance of Gods 
worſhip vnder thenew teſtameEr. Ergo &c.The maior is 

thus proved; becauſe the detainement or alienating of 
p things ſo conſecrated, is facrilege. Thar this may the 
becter appeare, it wilbee worth the while to conſider 
briefly what ſacriledge is : which out of M4" Zanching 

Vrſine,and others,we may thus briefly deſcribe: Sacyle 
is the raking away of things ſacred .z. deputed ro holie 
vics,or the maintenance of the worſhip of God , The 
matter about which this theft is converſant, are things 
conſecrated to God;of which there are twoſorts:ſfome 
which God himſelfe cither by reſervation,or cxpreſle 
mandatc,hath hallowed vnto himſelte ; ſome which 
man hath hallowed and ſeparated from common vle. 
. of both read Levit.27.28.29-30-x0W that which makes 
vp the nature of facrilege, is, the taking away or derai- 
ning of things thus hallowed, and returning them to 
common vſe. Thus then | reaſon!, the detainement or 
alienating of any thing ſeparatefrom common vic, is 
facrilege, Bur deraincment or alienating of tithes,is 
the detainement and alienating of thinges thus ſepa- 

rate. Ergo © 

'To the propofitiortheſe anſwers I haue partly read, 
partly heard in conference.1.Vnderſtand it ſay ſome of 
things which haue beene conſecrate by law, Reþ.1.no 


word of God forcerh to ſuch limitation. For cven of 
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The Miniſters portion, 19 
voluntary and votary conſecrations both Moſes,Levit. 
27.and Salomon,Prove20.2 5.lpeake, And was it not free 
to Ananizs to conſecrate or not , more then generall 
lawes of piety or charity might ſway him!, AZ, 5.4 
whiles it remained was itnot thine owne? Andatter 
it was ſold was it not in thy power, ſaid Peter? yet was A- 
nanics his detainement facrilege by \circumſtances. of 
the text and conſent of beſt interpreters, He is taxedby 
Peter not only forlying,bur for theeviſh and clancular 
furreption of} part of the price,ver.z.and, faith Bez4 in» 
terpreting the word, Ad /acrilegium etiam acceſſit diffi 
dentia & bypocriſis.lee allo Centuriat, Cente1.11b.2.cap.4. 
Ambreſ.ſer.g.Dum ex to quod promiſerat, partemſubtra- 
bit ſacrilegy ſimul condemnatur © fraudis. Sacrilegy quod 
Dew in pollicitatione fefellerit : fraudts quodye+t: 2.but 
grant it with that limitation; wee ſhall anone ſee, that 
with chat limit we may aſſume of tithes that they haue* 
bin conſecrated. 

A ſecond reſtraint ſome haue thus given to thepro 
poſirio;vnderſtand it fay rhey,of alienating things con+ 
ſecrated withour error .z, to maintenance of true wor- 
ſhip of the true God, Well, agreed ; let it be ſo limited, 
though with faire probability and conſent ofno ſinall 
clarks,we might contend the contrary. Keekerman: prin 5,0 pu! 
ceps ture non poteſt res ſatras & bona cultui drvino eriam cap.n1, 
in genere deſinata,etiam ea que ſuperſtitioſo cultus ſervis 
wunt in [um profanum tranſferre.Burt grant the limitati- 
on:can we nor aſſume thus much of Tithes, that they 
hauc bin confecrate to maintaine pure worthip of the 
true God? 


Thirdly vnderſtand it ſay ſome,with theſe exceprti- 
ons: 


- 
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| ons.1.Except incaſe of the churches ſuperfluity;% this 
| | exception hath thi; ground; contentment wich necel- 
| faries is required of Miniſters;tor Afoſes crics jufficit at 
the building of the rabernacle:&ep. Vhat word of 60d 
or ſolid realon giues liberty to alien ſeeming ſuperflui- 
tices of Miniſters rather then of other ſubic&s? conrent- 


ment with neceſlaries being equally required of all, and 
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| Moſes ſtaices addition of more ; returnes or aliensno- 
| thing of what was brought by the people , no nor 
| though there were an overplus.But ſecondly grant the 


propoſition with that exceptionzin what caſe, in what 
times may wenot with that limitaflume of tithes? 

Their {econd exception is when alicnationis necel- 
fary for preſervation of the Church.&eſp.An vie of ſuch 
goods for the time,may perhaps in that caſe bee allow- 
ed:perpetuall alienation, beſides tafts of ſome men,no« 

*hing makes probable. The ſhew bread was made com 
mon to David & his company in extremitie:but mighe 
ir therefore be perpetually alicned , ſuch neceſlitic cea- 

, ſing? 

Their laſt exception, when Princes haue no other 
meanes to remunerare {ubie&s,taithfull in common 
ſervices.Kke{p. What,l wonder, in luch caſe laies open 
Church goodsrto the will of Princes, rather then the 
goods of common ſubie&ts2 Thus I reaſon and leaue 


them:privat goods of {ubics,Magiſtrats may not ali- 
enfrom them for recompenſe of ſervants, much leſle 
may the Lords portion bee transferred to ſuch vics, 

See Gen.g7 «22. 
Thus then the propoſition iscleere as it was pro- 
poundcd;let vs grantit with thelc limits or fo _ of 
tem 


Te Miniſters portion 

them as bave any-Sbcw-of reafon- to kipport them, and 
thus conclude, Thederainment or ' akenating of things 
by law conſecrated co pure worthip ofthe. true God, 
without ſuperfluicy,anic longer then neceflitie requires 
is facrilege. But riches hauepeen by law. conſecrated to 
maintenance of pure worſhip of the true God ,arenot 
luperfluons,and now no ſuch neceſſicie of cheir alicna- 
tion.Ergo their detainmentis {acrilege, 

The fourth reaſon followes. Vhatſocver duty pre- 
{cribedin the wordof, God not eitherceremoniall or 
Iudiciall,chat is vndoubredly of perperuall obſervation, 
But payment of tithes is a duty preſcribed inthe worde 
of God and is neither ceremomiall nor iudiciall. Ergo of 

tuall obſervation. The propoſition Ithinkenone 
will doubt of ,fichthere is no dury preſcribed jin the 
wordof God which fals noz vnder fome member of 


2 


this diſtribution, and oaly Iudicials & ceremonics wer . 


remporary, 
\ Seewecherefore whether 'our aſſumprionforborh 


parts of the predicate may bee avowed, And firſt that 
this is nodutie ceremonious ; theſe reaſons evince.1., 
Cercmoniall ordinances were all ſhaddowes of things 
to come,the body whereof is Chriſt, This no ſhaddow 
ofthingsro come , for where is the body which this 
ſhadowedHome,who yet will haue it no ceremony but 
a iudiciall,frame this ceremonious reſemblance. The 
number often is a number ofperfeion,andby paying 
inthis number,as by a iigne,the oftcrer makes proteſta- 
tion of his owne ation, & of his expecting per- 


feio inChriſt.Prertie roo too,Orhers thus,they were 
paid in ligne of thankfulneſle; others yp ſignum wm 
| {| ales 
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22 The Miniſters portion: 
ſalk Dominy."Tweatie ſuch like;a tolerable wit woulde 
| devife:bur can they ſhew vs theſc fignifications or ends 
- of paymentin the Scripture , even bur obſcucely ſo 
| | much as byalluſion intimated?) dare lay no, nor any o- 
| ther end,nonot of their payment to Levies , but main- 
renance and recompen{e tor their ſervice. 
2 Allceremonies haue an analogicall reſemblance 
fCo! 2.17, Of the things they ſignified, Therefore called f ſbeddow?y 
of things to come , becau(c that as rhe fhaddowe carries 
t a 'darke\, yer forme refemblance of rhe body 
(14c.9.,:; Whoſe ſhadow it is;fo ceremonies of Chriſt: therefore 
Gal 4 "%y | tearmed alfo 8 familitudes of heavenly things,being or- 
daincd by their very ſemblances #otexch the_ rude. his 
hath rio Analogieall reſetblance either of imper fedtis 
6n,orthankfalneſic,or Gods vniverfall dominion. For 
who can, Jſay,nor only avow his frame, but even fraine 
{g<xcept abſurdly?oiue vs ſuch an analogy of this as we 
are able: ro ſhew of others , wee will then beleeuc their 
payment,to have beene levitically ceremonious . Of 
ſprinklings andpurifyings, of Tabernacle, of Arke,of 
Propitiatory , of Nig h Prieſt [and indeed of what nor, 
that was truly a of heavenly things?)we finde 
their analogic in the wotd of God . For inſtance,as 
> Heb.g. 7. 2, P high Preeſt'a the Tewes alone ertered into the hol 
; of Ibis ES blows : fo Chriſt into kevin 3hen, 
Can thoſe that fo confidently avow tithes to have been 
ceremonies thus drawe ourthe {imilitude berwixt the 
andheav mgs? . 
3 — <2 en. ANI before leviticall lawe, 
Heb.rg 328 Dot foreſhadowing Chriſt ,thitisno ceremonie, Bur 


& Col.z.:icb. payment of tiches ſuch. * Ergo-No leviticall ceremony 
47.Xc. k may 
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may be vid after publiſhing of the Goſpel.(rheſchool 
men ſay well, 1udiciali« poſt Chriſlum be mort, becauſe joenene 
they bind not: ceremonialia,mortifers; their very revi- voce pronmncis 
ving valawfull and deadly.)But payment oftithes , by movies 1s 
conlent of all,except Browniſts nay be retained, Ergo, wer 4p bh 
5 J findenortthat che Lord in prophecicall ſcriptures mortferas cri 
raxeth ſo much the omiſſi6 of ceremonies ,or exaterh 1,9 ,.., 
in ſo tri rearmes their performance,as hee doth this 4uz»ft.r1 + 
of riches *. Something ] finde of their faultie perfor- * #3 5 
manrce;ſomething,of their ſticking in them with neg- 
let ofmoralities : and this to me is apreſumpris, they 
were other then ceremonles. 

Laſtly ) neverrcad Chriſt peak ſo much ofany Jew- 
iſh ceremonie,as hedid of tithes;! sheſe things ought you ' Mar. >, 
$0 haue done, Though Jconfeſſe, 28 much might haue 
beene ſaid of ceremonies during thole times. All theſe 
confidered,may ] not conclude of cithing,it was no c& 
remonie? See wee whether perhaps it were a iudicial) , 
concerning only the nation of the lewes , and founded 
on equitie particular eo that people. This is indeed the 
olde tenent of Papiſts.Bur x. ſay ſome, Judicials were all 
ofduries from manto man, This erdinance of holy 
things robedone to God. Therefore noriudiciall. 
. , Burwhar, trow we imagine m__ to bee the civill 
equitic ofthis ordinance , particularly concerning the 


nation of the Jewes? Forſooth ſaich Bellarwene out of 
Thomas ghetribe of Lei being bur the tenth, or at molt 
the twelfth or chirteenth part of the Jews: tenths muſt 
berheirs thatequitic may be kept, and chgrtribe haue 
no greater portion then the reſt. Zeþ.1.our it is wel an- 
——  . $6 Levi.hach 
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24 The Miniſters portion, 
no mention in Scripture: they are given to Lv for re: 
compence of this ſervice, as the Lords portion prima- 
rily,other endor reaſon of cheir aſhignation wee finde 
none.2.If this were the ende of their allorment co Lenz: 
ſurely the Lord much forgar himſelfe , that beſides the 
renthes of all mens goods, would allot them ſhare in 
facrifices and vowes,and 48 Cirties with Suburbes of 
fo large circuit as we read, Numb. 5.4.7. 
3 Beirgranted,thar this was ſome reafon of rheir af- 
1gnement to Leve:thow concludes this the ordinance 
in general!? For the injunction of tithing was as oldas 
Gen 14. 30, t_ Avraham | zohen was no place for partition of Gods 
people by tribes. And if this be all they haue to praue 
them judicials, ] (hallerauepardon tor ſubſcribing to 
their indgement. Laſtly ,yeeld chem Judicials:yerifof 
common equitie,it confirmed by pofitiue law ,if con- 
fenting with law of nature, it ſerving to vphold morall 
duties; bindsnor the ordinance forever ? ) conclude 
& therefore,fith neicher ceremoniall nor indiciall, or if 1u- 
dicialt,yet of comms equitic : therefore their payment 
is perpetually to be obſerved. 

The lift reaſon ( for I had rather give reaſons by 
weight thernimber)is taken fro practite of thechurch 
in all times fr6eginning of theworld downeto theſe 
laſt daies of reformation:ever fince God had a miniſtry 
m the world.tithes were their maintenance.Before the 
law.che firſt bornezthen,the ordinary prieſts, received 
riches-®For that, that Melchiſedec was Shz Noahs eldeſt 
for.at leaſt by priviledge,itnor by birth, few queſtion, 
none diſproue: for the time vnder the law,is no queſli- 


en, For Apoſtles times or much of thew,the vie of 
: I | tithes 
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The Miniſters portion. 
tiches,perſecuti6 orſcandale forced tobe intermitted, 
Yet continued thar /ws ever in them, and their infe rior 
Presbyters. And therefore they vrge yeelding of main- 
renance, ſuchno doubt in their generall aime as was 
certaine by theword of God; ſuch as had bm in vie:yea 


plead for portion ® ofal goods;for doublehonour. Af- « 621.5 6. 
rer when God was pleaſed to graunt'even but alittle ©. Tim.5.47, 


reſt,& breathing time to tit Churches, preſently came 
tithes agairie ro bethe Miniſters portio.Cyprian whoſe 
m aeeyodvini fel into the yeare of the Lords 9.4c cor- 
ding to Euſebius his compuratio,amongft other goods 
of he church;more then intimats tithes ro have bin £6 
mitted to Biſhops-as generall ſtewards by whom they 
werediſtriduted to inferiqur Miniſters. Vponoecaſfion 
raxing Geminius Vitor for appointing GemiAind Faxſti- 
nw apresbyrer,overſeer of his will;andrhereby occaſi« 
oning diſtraQtion from his miniſtery;ſets down by way 
of aggravationthecourſe eſtabliſhed m rhe Church of 
God Ge proveiging ſuch diftra@rons- in-rhe miniſtry, 
Asby Gods own«authoriry anddiſpoſttion,, rhetribe 
of Lewi received rithes fromthe orher tribes,&c, that: 
they a no meanesbecalled away, or coftrained 
to thinkeordeale with things feeular: the ſame courſe 
and orderis now haldeniathe Church, Y+ que in Eccles 


fra Domini ordinat lone clerics promoventur ,m natlo ab ad- 


miniſtratione divina avocenturnec moleſtys cnegotys ſe 
culas that alliventur ſed'in honore ſportalantium fratruns 
ranquam dectm as ex frutibia accipreuns, ab altri &-(a- 
er ifichs non recedant ſed die ac notte celeſtibusrebus of 
ritualibus ſerviam.this mentions Cyprian asa courle itt 
hisrmereccived inthe Church", In theſameagea few 
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26 The Miniſiers portion. 


| | yeares after was Diony/ius biſhop of Rome about the 
Gent.3.ap. 19. yeare 266.This man/as Platina in his life teſtifierhy and 
as himſelfe of himſelfe,in his epiſtle ro Severss,) aflig- 
ned ſeverall Churches co ſeverall Miniſters as pariſhes, 
Gratian cavf, leaſt one Paſtor might defraud another : the queſtion 
13-41. beingthen,norwhetherto any,but vnro what church, 
tithes were tobe paid , Theconclulion extant ar large 
inthe body of the Canonlaw, with ſome reaſons(borth 
moſt coſonant to his decree; )itwill not be amiſle brief- 
ly cocollet ; becauſe iris of ſome viein this matter of 
tithes. That which is proved there,is, that tithes are 
payable to che bapriſmall Churches , and to the Mini- 
ſters there ſerving God, and miniſtring to the people, 
After many ceftimonies heaped vp togher, Gal.6,0, 7. 
Cor. g.atlengthiris concluded with this expoſtulationg 
Quis plantas wineam ge.who plants avineyard, & cats 
not of the fruit thereof? Nos plantevinmus vincam, cy 501 
wwultiy edere? Hem precepit Dominus per Moſeom, 11 nemo 
Fx wuttat falcem in aliewam meſſem, Hec meſſis noſtra eſt, 
vos vultu falcem in cam mittere?ltem Apoſtolus they that 
ſerne at the altar lime of the altar ; ſed numgquid de to cut ns 
(ervinntfQut in ſacrario operantw , cum ſacrario particts 

pant:ſed numgaid cuns ule in que non operant wricyc. 

That I may not fpendtime & paper whiles L doe buc 
«tum agere > forthe next age, read what Hierome hath 
couching praGtiſe of, the Church,in his epiſtle to Iv e- 
potun; © Ambroſe his indgement in /er,quadrageſ. 

In times Ce Hora 7 ST” Ae Augeft 
in P/al. :48.cc:calling for tithes, and ſharply reproving 
their detainment or ſpare payment.For Councils,that 

erwria, nc Synode called Matiſconenſir held anno 582; theſe- 
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T he Miniſters portlon, 


cond holden at that citty,Can.5.not only ordaines their ©5239: 


payment,but ſhewerh the obſervation of that duery to 
haue bin of long ſtanding in the Chriſtian Church, Zz- 
ges drvine conſulentes ſacerdotibus ac miniſtrueceleſtar um 
prohereditaria portione pmni populo pr ecepernnt, decimas 
fructuum [uorum locis ſacris prejtare, vi nullo labore impe- 
dit;,per res illegit imas,(pirttualibus poſſint vacare mini- 
ſterys. Quas leges Chriſtianorum congeries longts temport- 
bus (nflodiuit intewer at as:nunc autempaaulasim pr avaris 
catores legumypant Chriſtiant omnezo/f{enduntur, dum ea 
que Arvinitus (ancita ſunt adimpiere negiigunt. V ude [t. 
Lulmus as decer nimws , vt mos antiquu? 4 fidelibus repare- 
tur co detimas ecclefraſticrs farwmant ibus ceremonys popu 


lus omnis inferat, _ 


After this ſay the Century writers out of Arentine, cons; 5.4 
lib.;.Annal deci as 4 profanis occupatas Carolomannes von Eccl. 


( u9 edito reſtit ut iubet. Tues viurpedby feculars,or (as 
perhaps henamesthem for theirfat ) profane per- 
fons,Charlemaine by his edit commidstobe reſtored. 
The lame authors out of Crantz:us his merropolis,/rb. 
1.£4p.8 talem ſtatum Carolus magnus poſt iupoſitwn iugis 
Chriſti reliquit in provinciagut liber eſſet populus 411 10u- 
forum ingog eterum Ecileſys  pomtificrb us ture deermarks 
obnoxins permaneret, 


© To leave forrenners,in England AnnoDow.7 $6 after ,,,.. £45 


accompt of theſe writers, was holden a Synode of all 

ſtates ofthe kingdomes and the decrees therot ſubſcri- 

bed,by thefeveraltkings then-rargning; andrheir aſle(- 

ſors,Biſhops, Dukes,and Cominaltie.lnche 17 chapter 

of which Council chus weread,CeDecimis dandis,ficut 

an lege l criptum eſt decomamns. partem-ex omnibus frugibus 
f 
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Th: M:nifters portion. 
tuis ſeu primitys drfer as in domun dammit det tui: rurſun 
per prophetam-aaferte ;nqurt omnem decimam in horreum 
meumut fit cibus in d1mo m:47t probate me ſuper hoc cc 
dicit dominus:(icut [1piens it, nemo tmſtam Eleemoſynam 
de his que poſirdet facere valet wifi prius ſeparaverit domi- 
no,quod a dr imordzo ipſe ſibireadere deleganit # ac per hoc 
plerung, contingit ut qui decumam non tribuit ad deciman 
revertatur. Vnde etiam cum obteit atione precipimns, vt 


omnes fludeant,de ommbus que poſſ1aet Arcimas dare,quis 


Jpeciate panini f eft: + de novem partibus ſtbi vivat, 


& Eleemoſymas tribaat\'More necd not be added. now in 
afcer times the caſe of tithes ſtood amongſt vs,practi{e 
of the Church in his land cill the daics of Hewry the 8, 
abundantly witneſſeth: exorbitancie enough from the 
rimary rule of aſgnement to pariſh Churches might 
noredy butrill choſe daies nothing 15 found of their 
whole alienation to ſeculars- 

Asa corollary herelet vs obſerne that tithes of Eng 
hand hane bin by law ſeparate from common vle : the 
inferencethence is out of former grounds , -that they 
could never be lawfully alienated, Yes ſaid one once; 
for eins eſt rollere, cuins ponere. Reſp, Peter was not ac- 
quaintedwith any ſuch mixime inthecale of Ananias; 
and Levit.27,Thing once ſeparated from common wſe,are 
forever holy nts the Lord.and heare Keckerman Princeps 
ture nonpoteſt cxc.Things ſacred or goods aeſigned,or ac/it- 
ned to dinrne worſhip though but tm « generality gee though 
they ſerue to ſuperſtitions worſhip, Princes hauemo right to 
transfer to common w/e. J\his tentence ſwaie nothing , 
heare his reaſon: Res (acre pertinent ad ftatum & ſcopum 
reipub eminentiorem & perfeitiorem, tdeo ad purer 

reTrans 
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The Miniflers portion. 
retr abi non debent medis enim perfettiorem finem veſhici- 
entia,non debent abuſive ad imperfettiorem applicari. And 
Polanus Res ſanitas t quarum numero eft poſſeſiro Deo ſan- 
Hificata,neg, vendat neg, permatet , neque transferat quiſ- 
quam. Ratio legi adaita ps res ſande non [unt homt- 


num, {ed ivſius lehovegnt dicatecaiconſecrate ni ſantti- 


ficare ſunt ec. Ambroſe when one thus preſſeth him to "$33: 


deliver vpthe Temple ro the Emperour ; becauſe all 
things were his:thus anſwers; N ol; te gravare Impera- 
terut pates te in ea que divina ſunt imperiale aliquid ins 
haberenol: te extollere:ſed (i is diut 15 imperare, eſto Deo 
ſubadrtus:ſcriptum eſt;que Det Deo,que Ceſarts Ceſari, But 
cnough of this. we haue ſcen the praiſe ofthe church 
in all cimes, and{o their ivudgement forthis duty of ti- 
thing;which alone ſo long fo generally,onſuch groiids 
continued,methinkes prours morefor their paimetn, 
then any preſcription choug never ſogray headed, or 
evenbald with age,can for their derainement, | 
] might ad to chis continual praftiſe of the Church, 
the vnanimousconſentof divineswwiudgement, from 
Apoſtlesdaies downeward ; till ſuch time as Popiſh 
Demi-facrilege had madeſciſure of riches, transferring 
them from parochial Paſtors to the Covers of Drones: 
een began rheir Schoolemen to ſtudie ſhifrs , where- 
by to ivttrficthe practiſe of their Synagogue , and after 
many diſputs , reſolved of this as beſt plaſter for that 
fore,that forſeorh they were Judicials. 1 might alſo ad- 
wine theconſcnting praiſe of heathen by light ofna- 
ture,yea ſuffrages of ſundry latedivines ; bur that this 
taske is ſufficiently done by others z and authorities of 
men even beſt learned Mi , beare little (way 
in 
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id 39 The Miniflers portion, 
| | in truthes ſo dangerous. This only Idefire, that in this 
| ge we may contend with reaſons, rather then au 
thoritics:not that ] feare to bee overlaid either with 


| 
| waight or numbec of voices; for the ods in both kindes 
| I dare avow tobe with vs.But x,whereto tends com- 
| mitting of divines in fight,except to worke diſtration 
| in people? And,2.the ſaying of Auguſtine is me thinkes 
| tudicious; Scriprurarum autor ttatibus , non qu1rumque 
propris,ſed viriſg, communibms teſtibus ,res cum re, cauſa 
| cum cauſa atio cum rat ione concertet. And of the pro 

| ving part hetherto, 

| et vs now proceed to examine fuch arguments as 
are broughtby the adverſe part to difprouc this truths 
tuch ] meane as feeme to haue any footing in the word 
of God.For ocher , others haue fully and often anſwe- 
red chem. Thus then ſome reaſon. Ticthes arenot in all 
the new Teſtament ſpecified to bee the miniſters main. 
tenancez{o indeed reaſons Bellarmineyſo Thomas , lo Ca. 
niſnus and many others of that rancke of honeſt men, 
In novs lege,inthe new law 2. in ſcriptures of thenewe 
Teſtament wefindenofuch precepr, Ergo not dneto 
Miniſters by the- word of God. Reſp. Now ſure ] had 
thought it had beene fufficient ro haue found them 
groundedon any parc of Scripture not particularly c6- 
2 cerning the Church of the Lewes, becauſc ® the whole_s 
a —_ oy * Scripture is given by inſpiration from God; and ? that word 
of Prophens((aich Peter )is a moſt ſure word, we ſhall doe well 
toattend thereto. And therefore herherto ithathbeen a 
maxime amongſt divines;A parte ſcripture non valet ar- 
wnenten neeative.)tsa morall ftature given to Magi- 
4Gens.s, = to pualth with death, 4 the ſbedder of mans blood; 
yet 


= 


The Miniſters portion. 
yet ] finde it not ſpecified in all thenew Teſtament : an 
ordinance irrevocable that the Sabboth bee kept with 
ceſſation from labours; yer ſpecification of the durie J 
finde not in the new Teſtament. Sundry the like might 
be inſtanced as by view of that place Ezek.22 7.44 r2, 
ro every man may appeare. Only lermee intreat men 
fearing God,not ſo farreto forget their reverence to 
thc mad the ſpirit that inſpired them,as to 
deny the rheir ſhare with the new Teſtamer in this ho- 
nour;of being rule in part of their faith and praiſe, 
This age is ſtrangely im loue with Epitomees. if faith ir 


ſelfe ſhall be drawne to her co dium;Burler vs be- 44; dc bmne 
ware wefallnotinto Manicheiſme. Chriſt faid of agg. =: 


cap. 11, 
rloh. 5. 45. 


fes* Heſboull udge the ewes , lothall hee and Prophets 
tudge Chriſtians alſo,as well as Evangeliſts and Apo- 
ſtles. 

2 Whocanqueſtionthis truth ſocleareroall men? 
ſo neceſſary for all that will with Terrailian maintaine 
the fulneſle of the Scriptures? That /criprere teacheth as 
well what it implies,as what it expreſſeth. Teacherh itnor 
particulars in generals?Effes ——_ - in prin» 


31 


ciples?equals by equivalence? Thee 10N isNOr ex - 


preſſed inſcriptures of thenewTeſtamentthar prec 
of Sabboth is nor —_— taught in the new Te- 
ſtamenr.Sirh! no precept of t 

Ergonot that of Sabboth, The concluſion not expreſſed 
in the new Teſtament; Infants are to bees badtiſed, yer 
caughtin the new Teſtament: * /ith to whome promiſes, 
kingdome govenant /irit belong to them baptiſme.Ergo 


Decalogue abrogated; Mart,$.17.' 


tAR,Mz8, 39 
Mar.1 0.14. 


to infants. Theſe do@rines arcall raghtinthenewe.Cor.7.14. 


Teſtamenr,becauſc ——_ or equivalents 33 19.4% 
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32 The Miniſters partion: 
are there ranght , And ſo haue wee tithes preſcribed in 
the new Teſtament, vt ſupra. Yea more the lo implicitez 
as in former reaſons hath already appeared. Irs by this 
occaſion nowe in my minde that Terts{ian hath in his 
excatic de þcFeculiogwhere bEding himſelte to diſlwade 
Chriſtians from preſence at ſuch prophane and barba- 
rous ſpeRacles as were then in vic, hee thus ſhapes an- 
{wer to a reaſon of this mould: Quorundem fides ( laith 
he) aut femplicior aut ſcrwpmioſior ab hac abdicatione ſpetta 
culorum de ſeripturis autoritatem expoſeit , + ſe 1m meev- 
tum conſtituit,quod non ſiontficanter veg, nomimuim de- 

nuncietur ſervis Des abſlinentia tinſmod; : Some mens 

| faith{ſaith Tertu[ban) whether overfimple,or over ſerie 
| pulous , demaundes our authoritie fromſcriptures for 


| this abandoning ſuch ſights;and makes it ſelfe doubrful 
1 becauſe ſuch abſtinence is not there expreſly and by 
| name inioined to the ſervants of God. Whereto he an- 


ſwers; plan> nuſquam inenimus, &rc. Its truc,laith that 
autor,we finde not in any place,that as it isapertly faid, 
j1 thou ſhalt not kill g+c.to its expreſly defined , thou ſhale 
norgoe to thecircle or Thexrer &c, bur wee finde that 
general of Davidto touch this particular;Bleſſedis hee 
that hath not walkedin the counſell of the vngodly, 


| nor ſtand in the way of ſmners; ifin no way of finners, 
ſ' | then not in this: Nam apud ſpectacula &+ in vis ſtature. 
There necds no application, 


| Now this argument the fame for ſubſtance ſome 
haue vrged with this *»C»o+; In ſcripwresof thenewe 
Teſtament,where Miniſters maintenance is purpoſely 
treated of,no mention is tobe found of tithe>:and thar 
is at caſt a preſuumprion,their payment is no perpetual 

| fs ordinance 


| | 


The Miniſters portion; 

ordinance of God. Foris it likely the particular would 
haue beene concealed?ReP, Perhaps, andbur perhaps 
not;z1 If cither ſtate'of thordiieeHailborte ir; or 2.n6- 
ceſſitic required, or: 3, Apoſtles hadbeeviewilling to 
vryethevttermoſt of tight, But firſt the 
diſireſſe ot the rimes, was ſuch, as ſcarce any couldcalt 
any thing his ownezs Welghingogaing how - the 
particular was in the old Teſtament dererinied; 

ndering how loth the Apoſtles were, ro exa@ right, 
ſaſ any occaſion ſhould be given,to ſuſpe of merce- 
nary or coverous affeRion in preachingyyit was as con- 
ventent to omieparucularizing the quantitie , as to re+ 
mit the vſe ofall right,as ro ſome Churches ſome pra- 
Qiſed. | 


2 Buryerthis J findezrhey callfor ® donble hononr; ,, 5; 719. 
For * maintenance duc by law of natare. andnatians; = :.Coc.9.5, 


andby ordinance of Chriſt, andthac is cither rithes, of *474 
gfe no certaine- particular, ' © ' PAA3n9: A 

3 Whowill vndertake to evidence zhe particulars of 
all duties of tuſtice, ehariry, temperance,” eventhecre 
where hee ſhall finde ſueh duties purpoſely preferibed? 
Or be fo bold/nr quid drown graviss)) 23 to exchude par- 
ticulariticsof theſcduries fromfinrention of Gods (pt 
rit becauſe the generals are only handled, ſppo- 
fed likelyhoods,or prefumprions truly prefumpruous? 
Leaue we therefore this argument,and ſeewhither the 
reſthaue berter colour', Bellarmme endevouring todiſ. 
proue the morality of this duty,thus reaſons; Moral du 
ties haue ever boundconſcience, evEbefore the law of 
Moſes. Butthe lawe of tithes wasnot nill thetimes of 


Moſes.Ergo.Reſp,the propoſitionwe acknowledge:The 
E 3 mis 
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The Miniſters portion. 
how will he proue? If hee ſhall reaſon from the 
lilence;the ſame may be (aid of adultery, Ido- 
larry periury,almoſt of what not? 2, Wehane that 
whigh/isequivalentco a precepr; the approved praQtiſe 
ofthe Saints of God;ycait Lyrs may be credited, an im« 
plicd precept given.to /acob,Gem.z 5.1, when he is com- 
— cobuddan altar at Begbe/ according to his vow 
made,Gaus a8, Look backe to what is [.id in clearing 
thefirſt Argument,and thereby judge whichet the pre- 
cept of tithing were in thoſe daies given,or nor. 

His next reaſonis this Reaſon naturall teacheth nor 
the payment of tenthes to Prieſts, but only of what is 
ſufticientro their ſaſtentatio,Ergo not moral). Reſp.nei- 
ther doth reaſon dire to keeping a ſeaventh daie , bur 
only aſeparation of ſotefſolemne times to Gods wor. , 
ſlip. Burwho would coalult with realoncorrupted,8& 
blindefince the fall,,odetermine of moralities? Since al 
it reacheth vnto,cven where it hath ſome helpe fro ge- 
nerall ce generalitics only of morall dutics? 

His laſt reaſon, Matters of vow areno moralities: 
7 Gen.28.'23. tithes were Y vowed by /acob: Ergonot commaunded, 

Refp. And are all matters of vow things arbitrary, none 
moralities?VVhatthinke yee of that ver.2 7. vitereCin 
ſome vow ,andias it were withthe ſame breath of 7acob; 
If the Lord will go wth me, and keepe mee in the way that I 
(ball gore then ſhall the Lord be my God? as it a mat- 
rer Aibiruy to /acob to hauethe Lord, and him onl 


"ad 


cobe his God?- being the ſubſtance ofthe firſt mo 
precept?Yerwas it vowed by Jacob , as we ſer, onlike 
conditi6 with tithes» More inſtices might bealleaged: 
bur quor/iv: 
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Proceede wee to arguanentes of eur owndg gdjvings 

Tirhes ſay ſome are originally in kings and civill Magi- 

ſtrates, and its their Miſhpat. i. is to diſpoſe of 

them to civill or religious vic .; - For fairhthe. Lordg 

of lraels king , Hoecr/# m—_— \&c: hee (hall 

take tiches, r.Sam4($41 5s Refþe IS it ; men ſhoulde 

adviſedly thus rcaſon out of this TheLorde » Levie 17.30 

had lov COPE *allgned hg * Nuw.12, 24, 

ro Levi tor his ſervice inthe tabernacle; and ahaxvndes 

Magiſtrats civill thoughnot kings, When in his wrath 

he giues aking to [{rael, revoked be his ordinance of ti- 


thing to LevifVhocan think ic? I and gatto difpure 


£ 
the queſtion, whether the words delaribe a king,or vay 
ther atyrant.But this Lam ſare is evident : the Lorde 


there ſhewes the many milchicles (ſhoulde befall mem 


orbitant tyrant,cather rt > 2 
cigar roo 


bis is rather ehen his guile 7: . then his 
faſhion?As moſ} render,andihe ward ofs Ggnifies.See 
154,271 1,Was it hisivs totake ———_ 


felds andwiweyards.,. apd beſtoluc yards to gine 
ſervants? Agihaid ren. woo fanal 4 bis mn EP 
Anddefiringzo pur-:,;, ; 


coveting the vineyard i wrt ws 

chaſe it wnh mony?Yea,whby offers he mony otdeales 

by way ofcontraQ7Itwas bi lem bbengatng gate 

vincyads ©! hiz{orvaese 

much moreto keepe for bis wy 1 

ency.3. Alicnation of poſleous from ena 
we cs 
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lies Wayfatly ©forbdiddew to the Tewiſh people , that 
linage and deſcent might bee kepr vnconfouns- 
2 Burwhitwher i it is yeelded thee had a ves exact 
tiles 6fſubl itheeds be vntlerſiood of rithes 
otLevits affipne ſthen of God ? and nor rather of 0- 
© Gen. 47:34; ther riches which he might crane in /#b/id/am? as © fifts 


were otice impoſed «pon Egyptians, 'Certainely Eze- 
ohras jt feemes, thoughtrithes the Levirs due,and thers 
fore amongſt other prec un of reformation,requires 
ARSL-HE renee paimentto Levi,as thinking tithes commirred ro 
him(tar allo him bur as Church goods of old were 
vmo Biſhops,yorm ut dominis Avut ut econoois. And the 
peoplebring thEto Levites in thename of holy things 
that were conſecrated edrtorchtsinth 
Apolles receiv grhes 4n their daies.Ergo,ke 
That ishard;thar I ſay exo ware Et 
rides 2667 oughreloffome churches, but made 
theirdwnehandsrminiſtet to their necellities,that they 


py dey morrrgrs rye pens 


eh6sertietheatha;ace 5 therefore the Chineches of 


al}ages receuelike meaſure from Her children? 4 The 
queſtions de jave wow de fate: & that is wasremitred, 
| ©: 7, | becawſe bukthenſotmers/thoſerimes., wscircumciſion 
'_ ._ -wasintliewildernes;/oſbusr 7.5.0.) 
Ifrrches be thus duero Minifters', why not alſo firſt 
fruits.fat theſe alſowere commandedeo paid to Le- 


vite>"'n 'To theſg ard alt ar following, this 
lanſwere may ſerve ee chimenot tithes 
vertue of the precept given for Levites  Vhoever 


heard 


| a” 
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heard vs thus reaſon? God c6manded tithes to be paide 
to Levites : Ergotithes are due to the Miniſters 'of the 
Goſpel. Bur f weclaime them; asdue to God by 
reſervation from the beginning , as following Chriſts 
prieſthood, as rhe only certainety mentioned in (crip- 
rure,as conſecrated ro God by conſent of Churches & 
Edicts of princes as agreeing with the vſe and praQtiſe 
of the Church im al times Forthe mandate of God c6- 
cerning Levi,ve make itnort the ground of our title to 
tithes, So that of theſe realons we may lay as he, they 
are 2 ihit a4 Rhombum, Yetthat nothing be wanting ro 
anie mans ſatisfation, | anſwer, r.that firſt frvirs were 
paid to Azrong® as to high pricſt , whoſe prieſthood is 1 Heb.7 tt rx 
now paſtedto another; 2, vpon azeaſon parricularto 
that peoplezz.for ſacrifice,as appeares at large,De .28, 
2-44 r1,appeares there anyſuch thing of Tithes? Laſtly 
they were ftgures as ſhould ſceme, of Chriſt,* The firff we Cor If, 
futs of them that ſleepe_ ; of beginnings of fanifi. = 
cation,called by che Apoſtle * the fir? fruits of the ſpirit. ' Rom.$,:4, 
Can any of theſe be avouched of tithes? Who the ſees 
not maniteſt diſparity berweene the ewo? 

If this be a duty of people to pay tithes ro Miniſters: 
the thatalſo of Miniſters to = ry t1thes ts the hrgh Prieſt, Num 13.4d, 
Re/þ. The argument proceedes from a falſe Hypotheſis, 
fuppoling vs to claime tiches by mandate Leviricall, 
Which we vrrerly diſclaime,vt /uprs.2. Bur yer farther 
L anſwere; It followes not it one, then the other due+r, 
For Þ that aur high Prieſt needs them not : but only hath »P\ co 11.13 
ordained for them that i preachrhe goſpel.2.Sacrifices ''+©97 9.14. 
arenowceaſed,ro which theſe Decime /eddamce elie> nn 
by ſerved *;(o that theig reaſon is na more burthis, If ;, jc. 

6 rthes 


z$ The Miniſters portion. 
tithes for ſtipend,rthen tiches for ſacrifice:he is meerely 
«ao5x4 that diſcernes not the inconſequence. 
iMal; zo, , If precept oftiching be moral,the thatallo of !brin- 
| ging them tO one common ſtorehouſe. Reſp, This argumer 
allo proccedeth from like fained Hypotheſ1s . lec [upras 
&yet hath no good colequence:for muſt the (ubſtance 
ofa duty needs be Levitical,becauſe ſome circtiſtances 
" thereotconcernonly Iewiſhnation? The mult Sabbath 
allo evE tor lubſtance be ceremoniall, becaule ſome cir- 
cumſtances & ends belong only to lews Deut.y.1 5. 
It precept of tithes be moral,then that alſo of Mini- 
"Num 18.24 ſterSnot ® having vortis amone ſt their brethr?, Reſþ.The 
ſame fallacy hekefron for we claimie notby precept 
givento LeviAnd yet t''eargument follows not.1.for 
faith Polanw{though I avow not his aniwere) that or- 
m—_ ”E . dinance was figucatiue ; foreſhaddowing Chriſt that 
Vt 44%" hadnot where to lay his head. But 2 it was nevez forbid 
den Levits to haue portion amongſt their brethren in 
| ti1at ſenſe that rheſe men take portion , They ® Had cit- 
| LE ties with their ſuburbs which were their perpetuall poſſeſ 
7 fion,and paſſed from father ro ſonne , ſubieR ro fame 
| lawcs of Redemption as others . Wherefore /eremie a 
| *ler42,7.9, Pricſtes ſonne ® buies the helde of his vnckle as next of 
kin.Seealſo :.King.2.20. Thus therfore vnderſtid that 
ordinance of Levits having no portion amongſt their 
brethren.No portion,that 15,no ſuch portion,teparate 
| fro their brethren,as had orher tribes, not ſhmply none: 
'® 4Genas,, he Reaſon thereof was Jacobs prophecy P touchin 
1 their ſcattering amongſt their brethren , Diſpoſed ofalſo 
y by Gods providence for greater conveniency of the 
' peoples inſtruQtion, as alſo by ſituation of their cirtics 


$loſ,zz, 1a every tribe is me thinks probable. Laſtly a =—__ 
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diſparity there is berween the two,For thechildrE of Le 
vits ſucceeded their parers,& were for ever to be main» 
cainied by Levics porti6.Notſo the childre of Miniſters, 
exceat they be © approved,c+ foid meet for the miniſtery. * 1. Timw.;, 
Laſtly they obieR the place, Namb. 1 8.24- vnaniwe. 3wu.:- 

rable,as they thinke , and ſuch as ifa man but turneto 
with a wet finger , heſha!l preſently ſcetiching acere- 
monious ordinance. Now for my part I haue viewed 
the place, and with my beſt atrention conſidered what 
may thence be deduced to proue it ceremoniall. Yet 
finde not that it concludes either the ordinance in ge- 
nerall,or yer that Leviticall conſtitution ro haue beene 
ccremonious,for thus wee muſt frame the Argument, 
It riches were aſſigned to Levi for his ſervice in the ta- 
bernacle:then is the ordinance of tiching meerely cere- 
moniouszfor that ſcrvice was ceremoniall , bur cithes 
were aſſigned to Zevi for his ſervice in the taberna-« 

=. cle. Ergo. Reſp. 1. To ſay nothing that chat particu- 
lac aſignement concludes not the ordinance at large, 
bur the ordinance for Levi only: Ianfwere 2.that by as 
good inference they may proue reverence, obedience, 
defence of Miniſters,ceremonious duties, inaſmuch as 
even theſe alſo belonged to Levites for their ſervice in 
the tabernacle, For why muſt Ifraelits giue Levites ho- 
nour,obedience,ſingularloue, &c: but for theirworke 
ſake? And what was their worke? Buttheir ſervice in 
thetabernacle . So that now our peopes owe vS no 
more honour,obedience,loue,%c. * for owr worke ſake, tr Thet.y 13 
as it 1s preſcribed. For theſe all belonged to Levites for '3. 
their ſervice in the tabernacle, which was ceremonious, A 
Briefly; they were given to Levires for their ſervice in 

A the 
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therabernacle,vox qus tabernaculi;but qus ſervice, And 
therefore before tabernacle erected, they were paide to 
Prieſts,Gen,r4. 3-VVas the whole ſervice of the taber- 
nacle ceremonious ? Nay werenot ſome maine parts 
of it, apparently morall ? VVhat thinke we of reaching 

'2. Chr.17.9. the people?* of Reading the ſcriptures, and giumy ſenſe? 

Nebatks 6.7 of praiſing God? \Werenot theſe parts of rabernacle ſer- 

% vice? And had not the Levites maintenaunceifor thele, 
as well as for {laying ſacrifices? Surely it this be the belt 
andcleareſt reaſons again(t tithing, | muſtnecedes pros+ 
fclſe, they are ſo farre from making medeubr of my 
concluſion,that they rather ſtabliſh my wdgment ther- 
in. And theſe are allthe argumen:s I haue yetheard vr. 
ged by men of any itudgement, againſt the neceſlitic of 
paying tithes, ' 

One other oaly which ſeculars vic,l will annexe; & 
that is drawne from a perilous inconvenience enſuing 
vpon this doftrine, What is ir?Forſooth if tiches belog 
ro Miniſters & are payable tothem only, according to 
the word of God:it wil coine to paſſe,that a Miniſters 
pron ſhall exceed the allowance of two or three of 

is wealthieſt pariſhioners, Bur that, Ltell you, is a 
ſhrewd inconvenience. Reſp. A miſchicte which won- 
derthe Lordin his endleſfe wifdome never bethoughg 
him('elfc to prevent amongſt the l{raelits. The Levites, 
thoughaccording rothe generall diviſion of Iſracll by 

' gribes,rhey. were bura twelfth or thirteenth-part : yet 
i according to exaQt number of perlons. reckoned by 
f polles, were ſcarce the (rxtith part of the people... The 
[! al number of the people without the Levites, amounted 
; -* ©" p34 ixchundredandthreethoulands, fiug beaded & 
ue 
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fifry;to which if we aderheir old men, and atfromwn- 
der wwenry yearcs amongftrhem which came nor into 
the firſt number,*allowing bur double ſo many for the, 
they ariſe ro aboura thonſandthoutands and three hd 
dred thouſands, Now the Levites numbred from the 
infant to the 01d man, were found but two and wwenty 
thouſandsonly,Y and chat isnot abone the ſixtirh part 'Nuw. 3 39, 
of thepeopk.Yertecethe Lord allors them the renth of 
all the increafe of rheland: befides ſhare in oblations, 
z things conſecrate by vow,and 48.cittics with ſuburbs 
of ſo large circuit, that according to Hieromes meaſure * Nvw.35 4.7 
of the land,cxcced:d the portion vf-any- other tribe in 
Ifacll . Irs marvell none woulde rndertake robe the 
Lords Counſellourand co tel him ſuch large allowance 
might make Levires prowde and lazy , Bur this large 
portion tothe Lord icemed no inconvenience: howe 
{cemesit ſo to vs,in Miniſters of the Goſpell? 

Againe,how falsit , thatto otherjorders &rankes- 
of men,as lawyers, gentles, &c. their portions excee» 
ding by more then tourths the portions of others;are 
not maligned;the Miniſters of all other ſhould bee ſub- l 
ie@ co envie? 

Laſtly, how is ir, that men in their own, though far 
largerportion,know no meaſure, but adde continually 
thouſands:o hundreds; and (as « Heers horfleach) crie, 
giue,giueand asthe graue, knowe no mealure of defi» 
ring: yet of aminiſters(ſtpend,of fiftie,oran hundred 
pounds,crv Suficrr;lts enough;and roomuch? Whar, 
[ wonders that greatſervice theſe men performe,, 10 
over acceptable to God,or profitable varomen,aboue 


the worke of a miniſter? that they ſhould thinke them- 
F 3 ſelues 


* Numb. 1.3. 


| 4: The Miniſter: portion. 
| ſelues worthy of all, whatſoever by 'a vgs co mody they 
| can ſcrape togither;and yet ro miniſters,for their work 
| ſake, hardly beteeme double honour in proportion ro 
| the meane wealthy amongſt their people. Tempora,Te- 
pora,how are yee turned?ButT conclude. SichTithes be 
long to Chriſts prieſthood, fithno other certainery al- 
lorred ro Miniſters in ſcriptures, fith detainement is fa- 
crilege,ſith tiching no ceremony nor particularly In- 
diciall, fich confirmed by conſent and praQtiſe of the 
Church inallrimes, laſtly (which isnor the leaſt) (ith 
reaſons againſ ir are of lono force, as wee haue ſcene: 
therefore tithes arethe portion due to Miniſters for 
their ſervice in the Goſpel), 

Conclubon. What now remaives?but to admoniſh ſuch as feare 
God,to deliver their ſoules from the guilt of ſo fowle a 
ſinne as is this of facrilege. Vhy hang yee vp theeues 

*Prov.60, har ſtcale from men,ofc times bur as Salomon laith 3 ro 


<a 44 
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j dMal.z.9, fatisfie their owne ſoul:5;and liueyour felues in opt Þ rob + 
li bery of God hirmlelfe?Far beir from mee to muluply fins 
[! or to caſt vnneceſlary ſcruples intothe conſciences of 


Gods p:ople. But faine J wonld knowe for my lear- 
ning,ofſuch as areſo loth in this point to wound con» 
ſciences (alas, how ſenſcleſle, and ficſhed infacrilege!) 
| where God hath ever legitimared ſacrilegez or made it 
lawfull vnder thenew Teſtament, to alienate from him 
things conſecrated to his worſhip : when turned the 


5 Prov. 39.35 eruth of that ſentenceinto a lic 3< 11 i 4 /inne to devoure 


| Rom-2, 


AR4.1.3- boly things and after the vow to enquire. Nay the Lord it 
ſcemes,hathwritren it in the hearrs of Naruraliſts with 
the point of a Diamond:howlocver ſome mens ſimple 
or wilful ignorice, or impious profanenes,or inſatiable 
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The Miniſters portion. 43 
coverouſnes ſeemes to detain this pornt of truth, as many * Row.r.53, 
other,in vnrighteouſnes.\WheE Nabucheanez ar had ſur 
| priſed the temple, & ſeized the ſacred veſlels appointed 

ro Gods worſhip:in the middeſt of facriledge he feares 

ro be ſacrilegious;and therfore © brings them to the _ NOTED.” 
of his Godsſuppoled by him to bee the only true Gods, © 
Infinite I might be in propounding the ſentences, and 
cen{ures,that heathen paſled vpon this point of impic- 

tic. Andis there any mancandoubt whither detaine- 

ment of tithes be ſacriledge,or not?Shape to they ſelfe 

a deſcription of facriledge with any found ilimits deter- 

mining its nature, and {ce whither vnderit fals not the 
detainement of tithes . 7 beſeech you therefore ſuffer the 

words of exhortat ion: Giue Ceſar, Ceſars;, and Goa, that 

which s Gods . Needel, Ithinke,co preſſe it by reaſons? 

Not ſure if the belly had cares .Burt (weerte finnes , are 

the dangerous ſinnes,becauſc for the molt part incor- 
rigiblezbegetting in moſt, either a loathneſle to bee in- 
formed,or obfirmation againſt all perſwaſtons. Yer lee 

vs attempt;who knows whither the Lord may be plea £ 
ſed* roopen the heart,it but of one Lydia, to attend to the * 38 16 14 | 
things which are ſpoken? Conſider therefore, 1 beſcech a 
you, even inthe bowels of Chriſt Ieſusz firſt che hai- 

nouſneſſe of this ſinne of ſacriledge. They errein 8 27-,, , 
chies iudgement,that make facriledge onlya branch of ,;, paws: yk 
thefopnd breach of the eighth precepr;yea rather ir is a #992/1.7beſi 3.4 
ſpecies of irreligion. Heare his reaſons. For whence 

proceedes it; but from contempr of holy things, &ma- 

nifeſt vnreverence cowards God himſelfe? ceoithcs 

ſtcales any man things ſeparate to preſerue the miniſtc= 


nic,but becauſe he contemnes the whole Miniſtery,yea 
| God. 
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__ himſclfeto whoſe worſhippe they are conſecra- 
t 

And wherevnto tendes ſuchyfraudulent, or violent 
praying vpon holy things: burtohe viter overthrow 
of allreligion? Sathan knowes well, Gods ourwarde 
worlhip cannot be continued without the Miniſterie, 
northe Miniſtery without Miniſters , nor Miniſters 
without Church goods : and therefore provokes hee 
Tyrants 4nd profane men, to invade the Churches poſ- 
{cſhons,thatby thathmeanes he may hinder,if not whol+ 
ly overthcoweythe ſtare of religion , To this purpoſe 
Zanchius © Shall Ladde one other reaſon? The1ather 
becauſe Iſec men thinke of this theft, even chole that 
thiake worſt but as of thefts frommen; they robnot 
God bur Miniſters(it any)while they derame ciches, or 
other things hallowed. Now letthem contider, thar 
the dommuon , and properrtie of all things hallowed, 
1s Gods, and ſuch conſecration giues him ſeizure of 
them in fee; the vic only is the Miniſters, Þ Que ſant7;j- 
ficats ſunt Dommo,nen ſunt corunm, guibus __ eds 
i12,cutus nomine poſſidentar , Things hallowed 0 God, 
arenotſo much theirv, to whom they are given, as 
Gods in whoſe title they are poſſeſſed. Therefore(faith 
the Lordto the raclites deraining tithes from the Le« 
vits)Tee | hauc robbed not Levi hoſe they are in w/e, but 
vs, whom the property and dominion.Need any more 
reaſons then theenormity of the finne ? Hearethen 
2 the deteſtation wherein in alt1imes amongſt all men, 
ehriſtians,or heathen,this fin was}:olden. To omit the 
birter inveRivesevery where obvious,confider thepu- 


deem.gc4,7, Pilhments appointed for the ſaccilegious, ®Cherles the 
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nhis time made” this decree 3 (that whoſoever 
ſhould invade ,or waſte;or by arry cunning meanes pre- 
ſameto alienate the goods ofth&chnich, heſhould fe- 
'gallybe puniſhedby the lidgess as an homicide, or ſz 
crilegious theefe,cxcommuri Biſhops,de- 
prived of burialzyca,as if hisalmes were mfeRious, or 
accurſed;none muſtreceiue it,” Amongit theheathen | ,,n.w1 4 
-no tortures were thought ſafticient for this fin, ſcour: orig. Errer.c. 3 
gings,burnings;rackings, hangings, anything wharſo- 
ever their farie cond deviſe to inflict. t Delphes ,. pre _ 
they vicd tocaſt them headlong from arocke , which nunice rar:s- 
they called Hyampeia, The Arhioprens had an herb they 
called Ophis{s, as cfynplealingaſpe&,to offarre more 
dangerous effect raken into the body. It ſo aftrighted 
with phamaſmes ofdreadfull ferpents,tharſuch as drik 
it mel. away themfelues.®0b#4(laith Plny)cogebantur , . a 
ſacylegi illem biberesforthat caulewere charch robbers 14.26, cop. 17 
forcedro drinkeie,'' 'l GOT 

Amoneſt our (elues,breaking vp of churches,& ſtea- 
ling theleaft trifle, aggravates the thefr,&makes the of- 
fender culpable of death. If the Philoſopher wereonow 
aliue,wouldhe notkigh ar theſpeRacle? To fee the 
great theeucs lead the ſmaller to the | 0 Wt is it 
a \m more hainous,to violate a temple,chento alienate 
Church maintenance fromthe worthip of God? 3, If 
none of theſe moue,, oh yer lerthe blood of ſo manie 
ſonles periſhing by this,if nor as a cauſe,yet as a greate 
occaſio,waken vs, Many motions I hauec heard of,made 
fora learned miniftery,rhat every congregation mighe 
hae ® a pa#tor to feed them with knowledge and vnder/ta- 


*Ter 2.15. 


amg.For my partI jay as ? Pawle in another cale 5 w1mmT+ Gal.g, th 
G CXC/M8e 
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excindantur 3 1 would they werecus offchat hinder ix; | 
But amongſtall , how is itthat the point of mainte- 
nance comes not to be conſulted?It were to be wiſhed 
tharthe Apoſtolique zeale burnt now in Miniſters,that 
rather chen ſoules (hould ſtaruegthey would freely giue 
1 Perginy in What they haue freely receaved. But hee was 4 an holie 
J0b.33- 23- manthatfaid,men are men,and muſt be allurcd by ſuch 
arguments as may prevaile even with fleihand blood, 
It was Gods great wiſdome in the creation, firſt to pro- 
vide food, before he made the Animal creatures. And it's 
2ſhame to che Church in the daics of peace,to ſee men 
of beſt gifts therefore diver their ſtudics ro other arts, 
becauſe the miniſtery affords not maintenance; for our 
Church moſt, where Gods allowance is ſo liberall, were 
icnotthat ſacrilege did interceprir, 
4 May] not adde the milchiefe remporall ithath 
brought vpon the land ? Complaints ate frequent a- 
mongſt our people againſt incloſures! the has 
(they fay)of husbandry , by which, ſaith Sa/omon,cven 
kings are maintained. dare ſay,that peculatws,it ] may ſo 
tearme it,hath not beene more hurttull chis way , wy 
hath this ſacrilege. Cornefields were wont to laugh in 
.our Gentlemensnow paſtures; but tithes ſeeme more 
compendious to the ground of houſekeeping, then the 
roileſome tediouſnelſe of rilling the earth. And /carfe « 
great man now adaics;though bur niggardly hoſpicall, 
| that can keep open dores without a Parſonage. It were 
wel me thinkes amoneſt ſo many delicates,they would 


— 


once in their lives cate one morcel of their own bread. 
Lafſtly,if theſe perſwade not , yerler that rerrour of the 


| | © Prov.39.25+ Lord prevaile with vs3/s 4 curſe ( ſvith Salomon ) to de- 
| 1 ; Voure 


The Miniſters portion, ay 
voure holy things , « carſed praiſe , that brings downe 
Gads vengeance vpon the facrilegious. 

Examples we haue ſeene many,and read of more: e- 
ven kings themſelues haue not gone vppuniſhed, The 
\ fly:ng booke of Gods vengance , Enter(faith Zecherie) © £55954: 
into the houſe of the theefe and con[umes it with the timber, 
and the flones thereof yfeanes ſearſe a monument where hee_s 
hith beene.Is God thus ſharpe againſtperite thefts, and 
will he leaue facrilege ynavenged ? Search records di- 
vine, humane : where findeſt thou a rob-God without 
his vengance?obſerue theſe ſacrilegious amongſt our 
ſelues:its much if they proſper to the fourth generatis; 
much/though God be mich in fparing) tfhee cither 
leauenotthem childleſſe,, or their children graceleſſe, 
by one meanes or other makes them nor vomit thoſe 
morlſels of holy things, that theyhane devoured.rithes | 
with lay men,are as the © Arke with the Philiſtims, pla- *7-54=- 5 5, 

X , . , f 9,it, 
guing the vniuſt poſleſſors, til they retutne to the right 
owners. 

Enough I hope of this firſt ſinne. And roo much per 
haps ſome wilſay, too ful of earrnes, Let them remem- 
ber the Callum is thicke,and needs a hot Cauterie. Yea 
but it may wound the conſcience;/7nam. The remedy 
is at hand, Reſt itnatur ablatamt , vf dimittatar precaturms 
nowſoever,for my foule, I darenot * peate good of twill, 
Read Ezech.r 3-22, | 
2 Astoourpeople,wirtie, alas.to their own harme, 
in ſhifting ro detaine tharlirrle of che Lords portion 
Rill left him ay as * Hezerhize ( ] would, l coiddhdpe *; Par, 31.4, 
with like facceſſe)Gine the portion ro Prieſts , and Le- 
vits,to diniſters of the Gofpell , thatthey may bee en+ 

G 2 couraged 


« [ſai 5.20, 


2 Bk | 
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_ couragedinthelaw ofthe. Lord. Needes anymore reas | 
ſons then the eycouragement of your Minitters. Heare | 
AMalathy;Derainmentss robbery in the higheit degree; | 


at lacrilege;* ee hae robbed ee ,(aith the Lord townh- 
holders.2.Robbcrizgereſted by Jdolatersguil/a manwill 
an Idalater ſpoke bis Gogs? For ſhame let nog Chriſtians 
Levit.27 39 ſpoile their Godez,7.T+cbcs are Gods by reſervation fro 
nc beginning, Mapiſtess are but; bis reccavets, 4.Pay- 
mcat/ces open the wondgues of heaven yandbrings wvowne- 
« bleſfivg in abundance; 5s Detainement a wurſegyes pom 
whole kingdomes, That laying of Salomos,let never bee 
Pr9v.3 10 forgatten;* Hazopr God: wt thy [ſubſtance andwotth the 
hi ofe of all thine increa[4;{oſhallthy barnes be filled with a- 
bundtxcezis ableſſing,annexed to this dutie, VWulany 
{lay its ſpoken only torthar ſtate of the Church in Iſra- 
cl?Lethim pervſc the whole booke,and inſtance bur in 
one precept there giuen ab[eviticallperformances,cx- 
cept he will too abſurdly nſtare in Propoſito. 
MoreperſwafionsI wilnot adde: how feare I, that] 
[ (hallnotperſwade,nonor though ] due perlwade?Shal 
] preſume to ſpeake of the figleaues. men haue lowne 
| | to themſclues to hide their ſhame?Some thus: To ho- 
| | | neſt able Miniſters they thinke rhem due; bur diſhonef. 
jh tie &c.makes.vncapable. Rep. With whatconſcience 
| | then detaine yee from ſuch whole honeſty and abilitie 
| | | your felues will reſtifie? 2 The Levites in Malachie his 


4 4 Mal.2.5,3, 9d4ics * hadbrokex the covenant were become 1gnorant par- 
| | tiallontemptiblr:ycteven miholetimes called the rord 
| for tithes» 3.VYhat law of God, or man,permuts to pris 
[! vare men detainment of dues even from the diſhoneſt, 
| | dMat,22, Þ Towjcked Magiſtrats tribute muſt be paid. E_m_ 

] _ 
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due to Miniſt-rs,not gua probzbut qus miniſtri:norfor 
their honeſty;bur for their Miniſteric. 

As tothoſe other obieRions, ofcuſtomes,preſcrip® 772 1ibi fumen 
tions,exemprions &c.1 ſay no more, but what the A- mori bumaziz 
poſtle in this cale; © Gods not mocked. A pretty mocke- | nr 
God anfwere it will bee , at that great day when thou confey. 
ſhalt ſtand beforethe great Proprretarie to bee examis © ©2%5:7+ 
ned,how faithfully chou haſt given Tithes according 
to his aſſltenement;to rell him : for matter of tithing, 
thou hadſt a cuſtometothe contrary. Dally nor with 
con{cience,deceauenot thy ſelte, cod ſure wil notthus 
be deluded, 

Thusfar of this queſtion at your requeſtzto whome 
vndeſervec kindnefle hath engaged mee fo farre.as my 
weake abilities can extend themiclus, Ot this trat thus 
thinke;The Author thinketh himſelte a man , & there- 
forc lubie& roerrour. Yet would faine fo carry himſelf, 
as to deſerue of Gods Church the eſteeme of an ho-« 
neſt man,and therefore no lover of errors;much lefle a 
Parrone of them againſt his knowledge and conlci- 
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